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F034052
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F032873

F033670

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

People v. Taylor
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Churchwell

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

Citizens For Historical Preservation of Downtown Merced v. Redevelopment

Agency of the City of Merced; Mainplace Merced et al.
The opinion filed on August 24, 2000, in the above entitled matter
isvacated. Etc. Buckley, J.

We concur: Ardaiz, P.J.; Levy, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Gonzales
The judgment is affirmed. Thaxter, J.

We concur: Vartabedian, Acting P.J. Harris, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Gutierrez

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

People v. Churchwell

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.
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IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

F033052 In re the Marriage of Lori and Randall Roque
The judgment is affirmed. Respondent is awarded her costs on
appeal. Vartabedian, Acting P.J.

We concur: Harris, J.; Wiseman, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F033394 People v. Lawrence
The orders that appellant pay $75, to reimburse the county for the
costs his legal representation; $494.25, for the cost of preparation of
the presentence investigation and report; $20 per month, for the cost of
probation supervision; and $25, as an administrative screening fee
pursuant to section 1463.07, are stricken. In all other respects the
judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
F035813 People v. Jackson

No brief having been filed by appellant after notice duly given

under rule 17(c) of the California Rules of Court, IT ISHEREBY
ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is dismissed.
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F030694

F033210

F035662

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

People v. Sedillo

Count V isreversed with retrial prohibited. The matter is
remanded to thetrial court to appoint new counsel to represent
defendant at sentencing and to determine if a new trial motion should
be presented. In al other respects, the judgment is affirmed.
Vartabedian, Acting P.J.

We concur: Thaxter, J.; Harris, J.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
In re the Marriage of Lisa Jo and Douglass Lloyd Nelson

The judgment is affirmed. Vartabedian, Acting P.J.

We concur: Thaxter, J.; Levy, J.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
People v. Lopez

Appellant having filed an abandonment and/or request for

dismissal of appeal, IT ISHEREBY ORDERED that the appeal in the
above-entitled action is dismissed.
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